
Jury 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

R E  WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Pdell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling . w d  
services. 

Miorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and militruy 
families rely upon calling card services for 8 variety of needs. Mam/ of these Consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the meads to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option thy haveto stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make 8 doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and ji-iends. Thwe cards offer convenied~ce and predictable cosf as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, coflswners literally 
risk being disconneaed if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable VI consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do ifit infiicfs new “in-stab” a w 6 s  charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. Thc fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burdcn would fall squarely uponthose m s m e r s  that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding ~ccess charges to be paid VI local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls,jeopardizing the bencfm Latino and other communities gain 
fiom these services. Please stop my effort to raise ratcs on American consumers and decide tbat 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other few. 

Commissioner Kathl-n Abemaih., 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Addstein 
Senator 
senator 
Congressperson 



Latino and other minority cornmudties rely upon low-cost telecommunications servlces to 
accomplish many every day tasks, h m  looking for a job or sffordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and fiends. But pending before the FCC is u proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I undnatsnd that the FCC is cansidering applying ‘’bdte’’ acccess chargcs and other fkes on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fmed b m ~ ~ e s  or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citiznns, and others face similar challcnges. 

As a nsult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - withoutthem, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone sem‘oe. k s h g  the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Icast afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in ihe cost of  m a i d  calk, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, wen when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices: thus making these services subtmtially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 
f 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathlw Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonpthan 
Senator h 

July 7,2004 

, Chairman Michael Powcll 
Federal Coriirnuniatiom Commission 
445 12th SITeeC S.W. 
Washington, DC 20.554 

RE. WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 
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July 7,2004 

Cbainnan Michacl Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

REI W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, yon will simply drive up the c a t  for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in theii communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any priec 5ncrease for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use thcm. Indeed, halfof the households with incomes 
below $20,000 haw used prepaid cards. Prc-paid calling cards 818 so prevalent in part because 
they swe consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed aud low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fad incomes dapend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet tbe credit rating or h& deposit requiremmts that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can makc calls h m  payphones ci the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" ES we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it urhaghable that the FCC would impose new chargm and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be tbc largest ben&ciaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer b te& over uriporate gab by keeping 
dfordnble prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 



Juty 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communi~&ons Commission . 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Do~ketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantage3 individuab to stay in touch in their communities. 

Tne Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase forpre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. b - p a i d  CBUing cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we. should 
not be faced with risingtelephone m i c e  costs m well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depcnd entirely upon prepaid senrice b u s e  they cannot 
meet the credit rating 01 hcfly deposit requirements that local phonc mmpanim insist u p  before 
gerting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom p q h o n e s  or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay 'comtacted" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginablethat the FCC would impose new charges aud fees on theas cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would bethe largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should siand o p  for consumer inter& mer eoiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 

Commissioner hnathan Adelstein 

Senam -& 
Congrcssptmon 

Commissioncr Kcwin Martin 

senam ~ ' 4 - p -  p i a  
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael PoweU 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, bc 20554 

RE: WC DWkd NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

Tbe FCC should not impose new accep charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost ofthe-se cards, you will snnply drive up the cost for mino* or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch m their communities. 

The Latino community is psrt'cularly sensitive to any price inncrease for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, halfofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prEpid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part befaure 
tbey save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices d w d y  holding fmed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-Income 
households who are on fxxl incomes depend entnely upon prepaid seMm because t h y  cannot 
meet the credit raring or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befom 
getting a phone. W& prepaid cards, consnmen can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of fsmily members and neighbors. We oan use these cards to stay "comectd" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other hi appointu~ents that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees onthese cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC 6hodd stand up for cnummer intereatri over mipoxate gaZa by keeping 
affordable prepaid CnUhg c a r d m  n ptiority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner h4ichacl C o p s  
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner K E V ~  Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Conpesspcrson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Comunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

T ~ E  FCC should not impose new access charges and fees u p  prepaid callig wds. If you 
move to in-e the cost of these cards, you will sipply drive up the cost for mioority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for ye-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of latino households use them. Indeed half of the households with incomw 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. %aid d i g  oards ate so prevalent in pat because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding f& and low inmme collsumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-incomu 
households who are on fmed incomes depend e~~tirely upon m a i d  seMoc because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
gutting a phone. With prepaid cards consumers can make Cans fmm payphases or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We fan use these cards to stny '%onneaed" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fid it unimagjnable that the PCC would impos~ new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be ?he largest beuefmiari'es of such 
charges. The FCC sbould stand up for cousmner Merests over cafporate gah by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.- 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adels 
sembr 8 - L  W 
senator s& 
Congressperson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose n m  access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will. simply drive up the cost for minority or 
d i sadvaged  individuals to stay in touch in thek commmities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid d. Prepaid calling cards aze M prevalent in part because 
rhey save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding tixed and low income consumess boaage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service casts as well. In particular, many low-income 
bouseholds who are on Gmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone compauies insist upon before 
getring a phone. Wah prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for housus, or schedule many of the other daily appoiutmmts that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largost telephone companies would be rhe largest beneficiaries o f  such 
charges. The PCC should stand ap for consnmer interests over coiporate galn by beping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  C~ITIB a prior@ 

Sincerelv. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Katblecn Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevm Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
senator 9 hL+&~ol\- 
Senator 
Congresspcrson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powcll 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

R E  WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigmuts, college studem and military 
fmilies rely upon calling card swvices for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephonc 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable howin$ make a doctar's appointment, or 
stay in toueh with family and =ends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, us 
there me no hidden fms or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumen literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of tbese cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they am an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it infli- new "in-sratc" access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would limnd diredy to large local telephone 
companies wbilc the burdm would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to bo paid to local telephone companies will substantially increare the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
from these swiccs. Please effort to raise rates on American consumen and decide that 
rhcse services are not new access charges and other fees. 

Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Cornmiss' ner Jonathan Addste' 
Senator ' L b -  w%JL 
S-tM $ d S L  
Congresspenon 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fcar upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
movc to increase the cost ofthose cerds, you will simply drive up the cost for mmority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their ulmmunities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use thm. Indeed, half ofthe househoJds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid csrds. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in parr because 
they save consunem money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fwed and Irnv income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone senrice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incorncs depend entirely upon prepaid Service beoause they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, coasumers can make FA from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” 86 we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that w all have, 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telcphone companies would be the largest boneficiaries of such 
charges. The  FCC uhould stand up for consumer interests over co;Porate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority- 

@ ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
senator cG?rclryhblij 
Senator a 
Congrcssperson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Slreet S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chainnan Powell 

The PCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged mdividuals to stay in touch in their wrnmwities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling wds; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, balfof the households with incams 
below $20,000 bave used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in pmt because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone sem‘ce costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fad incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they m o t  
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requiremmts that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. Wrth prepaid cards, consumers can makc calls fmm payphones or the telephones 
of family mcmbm and neighbors. We can use rhese cards to stay “comected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginab16 that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be thu largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should 8tpnd up for Consumer interests uver colporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

S’ 

&&pyx--m4.fid*9, f 

JOGS: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner K& Martin 
Commissioner Jo than delstein 
senator at, 
Senator m d r  
Congressperson 



July 7,20011 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Wasbigton, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calliig cards. If you 
move to increase the cost ofthese cards, YOU will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is pwtkularly sensitive to any price increase for‘pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households usetbem. Indked, halfofrhe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used pnpaid cards. Pre-paid c d h g  cards are so p d e n t  in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixtd and low income consumers host& we should 
not be fazed with rising telephone Strvice costs BS well. hi particular, many low-income 
houscholds who are on frxed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because t h q  cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements ?hat local phone companiek insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers cm make calk b m  payphmes or tbc telephoncs 
of family members and neighbors. We can usethese cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt €or houses, or schedule many of the other daily appoiotments tha we all have. 

I simply fmd it unim 
Some ofthe nation’s 

FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
e companies would be the largest beneficiaries ofsuch 

up for consumer interests over wfponte gain by keeping 

, .  

Commissioner Kevin Madn 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelsteis 

Senator 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th Slreet, S.W. 
Wwhington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Military personnel stationed in the US. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost 
telecommunications services to keep in touch with family and friends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would ineoduce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of American service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considving applying "in-stak" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. American setvice personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set, 
affordable mtes. 

As a resulf prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, bc left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a suhstanthl increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and womcn. Please look out for our 
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michacl Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonarhan Adelmein 

Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Military personnel stationed in the US. and all over tbe world rely heavily upon low-cost 
telecommunications services to keep in touch with family and frends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on thesc cards that we 
depcnd upon to say  connected, immediately hanning the tens of thousands of American service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-sate" access charges and'olher fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set, 
afiordable rates. 

As a result prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, bt: lcft without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prcpaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep 
the% loved ons withm reach. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look out for our 
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
sewices. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Comissio'ner Michael copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonatb Adelstein 
Senator +W 
Senator 
Congrcssperson 



July IO, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sueet, S.W. 
Washington. DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairmw Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed. it will result in higher rates’- in m y  cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore. 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller u5es a prc-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with h i s  or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia. for 
example, i s  connected to a ‘‘platform’’ in another stale -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company. non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as corninon sense., state 
that this represents two calls, one horn Virginia to Ne’braska and one from Nebraska LO Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell conipanies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising fur gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four luge 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed I n  with the FCC in an effort to protect their customcrs’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies [he door 
on this issue. 

, 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael Y. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC’Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing nurribcr of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed. it will result in higher rates - in mmy cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for Consumers who place the culls. As you approach your work on this docket, I iniplore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in inind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials II toll-free number, along with his or her PiN. The caller, who inay he in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platfornl” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears B message about B company, nonprofit or person. The caller rhen 
dials the telephone nunikr of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense. state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one froin Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell coiiipanies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant io- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are alrkady rising for gas. milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell prepaid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers‘ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: e y e ,  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelsrein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washingron, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling c u d .  If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in nuny cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the cills. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to Carget those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number. along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a "platform" in another state -- let's say in Nebraska. From this 
"platform," he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in 'Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
thnr this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one fromNebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a , 

separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want LO treat this as a sing18 in-stnte call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
stare access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell cornpries' actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are aheady rising for gas, ~ l k  and other products. Consumers don't need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rntes represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-p&d calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers' interests in this manner. It is 
llow time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

/ 
/ 

CCK Commissioner KatWeen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin . 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



JUIY la, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 ain writing to add my voice to the growing numher of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher r a w  -in many cases, &=tically higher 
rares -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather Wan the pleadings of  the -four Bell coinpanies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a roll-€fee number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who m y  be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another stidtc ”- let’s say in Nebraska. Fi-om this 
‘‘pliitfom” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, stair 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then n 
separate call to Virginia. 

Bur the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever Lo the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time For the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell compwies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Conununications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Wdshington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a prepaid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramtically higher 
rates -for consuiners who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I iniplore 
you 10 keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those cds in which a caller uses u pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a "platfoiin" in another state -- let's say in Nebraska. Froin chis 
"platform," he or she heirs 3 message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges hcause there is a call to Ne'braska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
scatr: access charges. Such few have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies' actual 
coscs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers- 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other pi-oducts. Consumers don't need higher prices for 
phone culls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers' interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonarhm S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communiciitions Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 ilm writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of  consumers in mind rather than rhe pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The crller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a complmy. non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of sonieone i n  Virginia. Current rules, as well os comnion sense, state 
that this represents two cills, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to m a t  this as B single in-state call so they w r i  levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such Fees have no retationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already risiiig for gas, Inilk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Be11 companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Ahmathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. .Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
415 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chuirman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by lht: local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. tf they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases. dramatically higher 
faces - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings OF the four Re11 companies~ 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses B pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along wilh his or her PIN. The caller, who ,may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platfomi” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. Froin this 
“platform,” he or she hears a mess~ge about a company, non-profit or person. The cilller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as cornmon sense, State 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Ne’braska Lo Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call Lo Nebraska and then a 
separatc call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies walit to treat this as a single in-stiire call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs. which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices we already rising for gas, inilk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

1 am &ware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid cnlliing cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their ciistomers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

I 

ccs: ’ Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Comrmssioner Kevin I. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,1004 

Chaiiman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Dwker No. 03-133 

‘Dear Chairinan Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and indivi als opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent cun-ent rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in m n y  cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell cornpdnies want to target those calls in which a caller uses il pre-paid calling card and 
dials a roll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“pIarforni,” he or she heus a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephoiie number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and [hen 3 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this ?is a single in-srate call so they can levy exorbirint in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they Want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, inilk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corpora~ions. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ inrerests in l h i s  maimer. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abrmdthy 
Coinnissioner Michael 1. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sti-eet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133 

Dear C h a i m n  Powell: 

1 am w1-iting to add my voice to the growing number of grou- 1 individuals opposed to effol s 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls phced with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dumatically higher 
rates - for consuniers who place the calls. As you approach your work on chis docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Sell companies. 

The Bell companies wanc Io target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free numbcr, along wich his or her PIN. The caller, who inay be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a "platform" in another stace -- let's say in Nebraska. Froiii this 
"platform," he or she hems a message about a contpany, non-profit or person. The caller Lhen 
dials h c  telephone number of someone in Virginia. Currenc rules, as well as comnion sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Roth calls are subjecr to int@rstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and [hen a 
separdtc call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to Ueat this as a single in-state call so hey can levy exorbitant in- 
stae access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatswver 10 the Bell companies' actual 
costs, which arc only a fraction of what they want lo charge consurners. 

Prices are already rising for gas, inilk and other products. Consumm don't necd higher p,rices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represenr a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

1 am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their custoiiim' interests in h i s  manner. I[ i s  
iiow time for the FylC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door . 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Conmissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Comiissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Comlissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Cornmission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am wiiting to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place ihe calls. AS you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to txget those calls in which a culler uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials il toll-free number, along with his or her FIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to u “platform” ,in another state --let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platforni,” he or she hears a message about a company, nowprofit or person. The caller then 
dials h e  telephone number of someone in Virbinia. Current rules, as well as cormnoii sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one horn Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then A 

separate call to Virginia. 

But die Bell companies want co treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in 
state access charges. Such fees have no rzlationslup whatsoever to the Bell companies’ ucrual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they wan1 to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other pi-oducts. Consumers don‘t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when rhese higher rates represent il blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pie-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the PCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC lo weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Mmin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chdiman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th Sueet, S.W. 
Wdshinglon, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chuirrrrm Powell: 

1 ani writing to add my voice to Lhe growing number of groups and individuals opposed to cPforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent cuwent rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
r a m  - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on thjs docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than rhe pleadings of the four Bell companjes. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a loll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who inay be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in anocher stace -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as comnion sense, state 
chat this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one fronl Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because lhere is a call to Nebraska and then a 
sepal-ate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat th is  as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access chrges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs. which are only a fraction of what they want to chuge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

1 am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards havc 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs. Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abedalh) 
Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senatm 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling cai-d services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or sui-plus cash to pay a lai-ge deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to sray connected - to make phone calls 10 look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In econoinically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices OF these cards increase. hepaid calling cuds  are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordilble alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees wotild funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers That can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs ofpre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Coinmissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abeniath y 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 


